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SATURDAY, Marcu 2t. 1772. 





Know while I live, no rich or noble Knave, 
Shall walk the Worla in credit to bis Grave. 
Pope. 





Publifhed by E. Russert, at his Printing-Office, in Marlborough- 
Street : Where this Paper may be had once a Week, Price Two 
Pence per Number to Subfcribers. | 





Bofton, March 21, 1772. 


HERE being two paragraphs in Edes and Gills paper of the 16th 
inftant, vilitying thofe hand-bills introduced into Town-Meeting, 
which were not nor could poflibly be meant to affront that Affembly, 
being pointed only at the clandeftine proceedings of a tenacious Old 
Hypocrite whofe pretenfions to patriotif{m, honour, and honefty areall a 
meer bubble ; admitting only thofe charges which have been demon- 
ftrated, his arrogance mutt forever be defpifed, although he moft profanely 
fwears that ‘* he has got the whole Town and Country on his fide and 


*« defies all nature to controul him.” 


The account M/------ x exhibited to the Publick, in which was men- 
tioned lofs of money lent Mew/e is not only in general thought to be a 
glaring impofition, but in that particular down-right ‘knavery, as it 
touches the Referees in that cafe, who were abfolute judges in equity, 
and undoubtedly Gentlemen of the ftricteft integrity. Sure Mr. Go/d- 
thwatt was miftaken if he faid in Town-Meeting, “* That M------ x's 
‘‘ whole dealing with Mew/e appeared fair and upright before the 

** Referees 5” 
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“‘ Referees ;” if this had been fact, (though I perceive by Mr. Dra- 

er’s paper of Thurfday laft, Mr. Golathwart denies what was reported 
to be faid by him in Town-Meeting, relative to the whole of M------ x's 
dealings being honeft) how came the evidence brought in by M------ x 
toappear perjured in the prefence of them all if his proceedings were 
fo fair and upright ? And what occafioned thofe deductions from his 
demands if they were thought legal ? One proof that Mew/e has ftill 
a juft demand on M------ x is, that the latter has been with one of the 
Bondfmen, and offered to make good fome of the ftock which he acknow- 
ledged to have broke in upon while under attachment ; but it being fo 
very infignificant and far from what was awarded, that if he was a man 
‘of any remorfe he would not have dared to have made fuch a mean pro- 
pofal : However, it was rejected, as no lefs than the whole will ever 
be accepted, and that if not paid immediately will be fued for without 


further ceremony. 


Great part of the abovementioned hand-bill hath been proved to be 
true, and the Author ftands ready to make every fyllable of it appear 
fo. Shall we invite whole families from their native places and fuffer 
them to be treated with the greateft inhumanity and not endeavour to 
fee them righted ? Let us give halters and coronets where they are merit- 
ed, which will make our country flourifh as it ought to do. 


T. M. 





From the Bofton Gazette, March 16, 1772. 


HE hand-bills which were fo induftrioufly diftributed on Tuef- 

day laft at Faneuil-Hall, and gave fo great offence to the Town 
legally affembled there, were printed by one Exzvkiel Rufell, and were 
evidently intended to prejudice the character of a worthy Citizen and 
Merchant, Mr. Witt1am Motinevux. This Gentleman had un- 
dertsken to carry into execution a very falutary vote paffed by the 
Town in 1769, for the purpofe of employing the poor, which he 
conducted with the greateft perfeverance and fidelity, and according- 
ly received the unanimous thanks of the Town, in a very full Meet- 
ing. The principal defign of the Publifher of the hand-bills which were. 
exprefled in the moft indecent and Biliingfsate language, appeared to 
be to infinuate into the minds of the unwary Reader, that Mr. Mo- 
lineux had dealt urjuffy with one Tdonas Mewfe,a perfon whom he 
had employed in carrying on the Woolen Manufacture in purfuance. 
of the vote of the Town. but the matter of difference between Mr. ° 
Molineux 
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Molineux and Mr. Mewfe having long before been fettled by arbi- 
tration, and Ezexir, Gotptuwair, Efq; one of the Gentlemen to 
whom it had been fubmitted by the parties being prefent in the Meet- 
ing, and declaring that it was the unanimous opinion of the Referees 
that Mr., Molineux’s whole dealing with Mr. Mewfe was fair and up- 
right, the Town thought it proper to vindicate the character of a Fel- 
low Citizen fo fouly afperfed, and voted unanimoufly that the hand« 
bilis contained fcandalous and unjuft reflections on Mr. Molineux, 
and that the introduction of them into the Meeting was a high 


affront. : 





t? THE very delicate and liberal Printers of the Bofton 
Gazette, have in their laft collection of {candal, obliquely charg 

ed the Publither of the Censor with an evident intention “ to 
“< prejudice the charatter of a worTuy Citizen and Merchant :” 
He takes this opportunity publickly to declare, notwithflanding the 
groundle/s affertions of Edes and Gill to the contrary, that he was 
Solely influenced by humanity and a regard to injured innocence in giv- 
ing the complaints of Mr. M--- to the Publick ; the injured bave 
urely a claim to be heard; and all the clamour of the Patriot, afif-. 
ed by bis bullying Brethren, wi// never hufh the voice of truth, or 
prevent the fair and juft charges of an injured Man from operating to 
the final confufion of bis beétoring Perfecutor. 4A Gentleman atten- 
tive to his honour and intereft would chufe to controvert the articles 
exhibited againft him by a candid reply ; if be could redeem his cha- 
raéler by fuch a reply : Rather than by affuming airs of importance, 
end endeavouring to intimidate a Printer, fteal from well merited in- 
famy. Iwould afk the Printers of the Bofion Gazette, whether they 
have always boked upon themfeloes as perfonally anfwerable for every 
dirty compofition with which their Prefs has fo repeatedly groaned ? 
The refentment of the greateft, wi/_?, and beft of men muft then af- 
furedly be their portion, who not content to affaffinate the mof? immacu- 
late living charasters, have ranfacked the graves ; and gibbet- 


ed the harmlefi dead to gratify their infatiable lujt of fcandal. 
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From the Maffachufetts Gazette, March 19, 1772. 


Mr. DRAPER, 


E find in the Bofton Gazette of March 16th inftant, the fol- 
lowing fentence, — The matter of difference between Mr. 
‘© Molineux 
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“© Molineux and Mr. Mew/e having been long before fettled by arbitra- 
*« tion, andEzeEx1eLGoLDTHWAIT, Efq; one of the Gentlemen to whom 
‘* it been fubmitted by the parties being prefent in the Meeting, and de- 
“* claring that it was the unanimous opinion of theReferees that Mr. Mo- 
“‘lineux’s whole dealings with Mr. Mewle was fair and upright.”—The 
faid Mr. Goldthweit declares he faid no fuch thing, but confined himfelf 
wholly to aétions of defamation between the faid parties, which were 
fubmited to the Referees, and gave his reafons why the Referees did not 
allow Mr. Mokneux a greater fum then five fhillings lawful money for 
damages in the action for defamation.—It is true the reafons were given 
in the award that Mr. Mo/neux only wanted his character fet right with 
refpect to what Mr. Mew/e had faid, and Mr. Mew/e’s circumftances 
being low, &c.—However one of the Referees thinks the fum of five fhil- 
lings was full enough, without thofe reafons given, as the defamation 
arofe from fome mifinformetion Mew/e had received of the price of fome 
fmall articles that Molineux had bought at a lower price than faid 
Mew/fe was charged by faid Molineux.t*—It did not appear to the Re- 
ferees that Mew/? had any intention to injure Mr. Molineux in his 
character, but readily owned the fact,and evidenced the caufe of his mif- 
take ;—-Therefore the aforefaid Referee thinks the five fhillings is full 
fufficient for any damage faid Molineux had received. As to the above 
affertion of the Referees being unanimous in the opinion of the fair and 
upright dealing of Mr. Milimeux with Mr. Mew/e in refpe& to the 
whole of their dealing, — it is without foundation. If the Town were 
fully apprized of all the circumftances relative to this affair, the Pa- 
triot would not have much occafion to exult. Real merit never 
poy any artifice to gain applaufe, for Magna eft Veritas et preva- 
vit. 


A FRIEND to TRUTH. 
2. 





© Molineux by agreement was to charge Mew/e at the fir® coft with ten per cent for 
every fupply, 











